IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Patent No. : 7,004,350 B2 
Applicant OROUMIEH, Robert 

Serial No. : 10/801,194 Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Filed : Mar. 15,2004 Issued: Feb. 28, 2006 

For : DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 

Request for status on Petition to correct inventorship in an issued patent pursuant to 37 

C.F.R. S 1.324 AND 35. U.S.C. S 256 

I hereby certify that this paper is being depositedmth the United States Postal Service as 
Express Mail, Post Office to Addressee, # CHS^'^S^'^'^^ Ofv S in an envelope 
addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 14S0, Alexandria, 
V.A.22313-1450U >, 

Date of Deposit 

Frederic M. Douglas 48.813 

Attorney Name ^ PTO Registration No. 

Signature Dateof Si^ture 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Assignee respectfully requests prompt notice of the status of the September 24, 2006 petition to 

correct inventorship (attached as Exhibit A). To date, no action has been taken other than prohibited 

third party submittals, which have no standing under office rules and relevant case law. As to those 

unauthorized third party submittals. Assignee respectfiiUy requests that they be removed from the Patent 

File and discarded pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.322(a)(2)(ii). Those submittals include the following: An 

"opposition'' to Assignee's petition was filed on or about October 27, 2006 by third party Harris Cohen; 

a "Supplemental Opposition" filed by the same third party on or about January 31, 2008; and, a "Petition 

to Expunge Assignment Records in Issued Patent 7,004,350" filed again by the same third party on or 

about January 31, 2008; and, most recently, that third party filed a petition to correct inventorship to 

seek to add himself as an inventor to Assignee's patent. All of these third-party docimients were filed 

and accepted by the Office and entered into the file of Assignee's issued patent against the office's own 

regulations. These third party submittals seek relief to which third parties are not entitled. To date, 
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more than two years after Assignee submitted a proper petition to correct inventorship (See Exhibit B, 
stamped retum post card), the Office has not communicated with Assignee nor acted in furtherance of a 
decision on the September 24, 2006 petition. While this Office's regulations require that these third 
party filings be summarily removed and discarded, for the avoidance of any doubt as to their lack of 
procedural or substantive merit. Assignee discusses below each third party filing on procedural and 
substantive grounds. 

October 27. 2006 Cohen Oppositiop 

Harris Cohen is a third party with no ownership interest in Assignee, nor Assignee's U.S. Patent 
No. 7,004,350. Mr. Cohen filed an "Opposition to Petition to Correct Inventorship in an Issued Patent 
Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.324 and 35 U.S.C. § 256." Cohen's October 27, 2006 "opposition" alleges 
several grounds as to why Assignee's petition to correct inventorship should be denied. For instance, 
Mr. Cohen states that Assignee's petition "does not provide facts required to show the alleged error was 
without deceptive intent as required by 35 U.S.C. § 256." It should be noted that Mr. Cohen cites no 
authority for this position, nor does Mr. Cohen state what facts were provided or what facts were not 
provided to make a sufficient showing under 35 U.S.C. § 256. 

Assignee's petition stated: 

"Assignee respectfully requests correction of inventorship in the above-captioned issued 
patent. As detailed in the attached Declaration in Support of Petition to Correct 
Inventorship, Ms. Mary Lewis should be added as an inventor. Assignee submits that Ms. 
Lewis was inadvertently omitted as an inventor without deceptive intent on the part of the 
inventor." 

MPEP § 1481.02 provides a sample statement to comply with 37 C.F.R. § 1.324(b)(1): 
"In order to satisfy this, a statement such as the following is sufficient: 
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'The inventorship error of failing to include John Smith as an mventor of the patent 
occurred without any deceptive intention on the part of John Smith.' 

Nothing more is required. The examiner will determine only whether the statement 
contains the required language; the examiner will not make any comment as to whether or not it 
appears that there was in fact deceptive intention (see MPEP § 2022.05). (emphasis in original). 

As explained by the OflBce in MPEP 1481.02, Assignee did indeed provide the facts required to 
show a lack of deceptive intent to support its petition to correct inventorship. 

Mr. Cohen also states that Assignee's petition "does not present facts as to why the original oath 
of Mr. Robert Oroumieh was false or the error arose without any deceptive intention," Mr. Cohen 
provides no citation to any regulation or other legal authority, let alone any description of any relevant 
facts to support his contention. This is because no such authority exists to support his allegations and 
his statement of the facts is the actual false statement Mr. Cohen made false statements and provided 
falsified evidence to the Examiner during the prosecution of his U.S. Patent No. 7,066,349. Assignee 
has filed proof of Mr. Cohen's false statement with the court and can provide copies of such evidence if 
the OflBce so requests. There is no such requirement that the applicant's "original oath" be false or even 
that the oath is addressed in a petition to correct inventorship m an issued patent. As shown above, and 
as described in Assignee's petition, all necessary facts have been provided to the Ofifice. 

Mr. Cohen makes another statement that Assignee's petition is defective for failmg to list him as 
the inventor or co-inventor for Assignee's patent. No such requirement exists to add a third party in 
relation to whether Ms. Mary Lewis should be added as an inventor. Additionally, Mr. Cohen is not an 
inventor, nor had he ever been named by Assignee or the other inventors as an inventor for Assignee's 
patent. 
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Third parties, such as Mr. Cohen, have no standing to demand that the Office issue or refiise to 
issue a Certificate of Correction. See MPEP 1480 L, 37 C.F.R. § 1.322(a)(2); see also Halhnark Cards, 
Inc. V. Lehman^ 959 F. Supp. 539, 543-44, 42 U.S.P.Q.2d 1 134, 1 138 (D. D.C. 1997); see also Nichols 
Institute Diagnostics, Inc. v. Scantibodies Clinical Laboratory, Inc., 218 F.Supp.2d 1243, 1250-51 (S.D. 
Cal. 2002) (''Because the alleged infringer is not a necessary party to a claim for correc:tion imder § 256, 
the fact that it does not concur in the decision to correct a patent does not create a correction dispute 
under § 256."); FFOC Co. v. Invent AG., 882 F. Supp. 642, 650 (E.D. Mich. 1994). 

Third party submittals, such as Mr. Cohen's filings regarding Assignee's patent, are not to be 
made of record in Assignee's patent file, nor retained by the Office. 37 C.F.R. § 1 .322(a)(2)(ii). Instead 
of following its own procedures, the Office has made Mr. Cohen's third-party submittals of record in 
Assignee's patent file. Assignee requests that the Office remove third-party submittals fh)m its patent 
file. Additionally, Assignee notes that MPEP §§ 503 and 1480 1. state that the Office will not 
correspond with third parties on whether the Office intends to issue a Certificate of Correction. 

Mr. Cohen further states that Assignee's petition to correct inventorship should be denied 
because Assignee's petition "is calculated to mislead by failing to apprise the U.S. Patent Office that 
suit (Exhibit A) was filed . . . two days after filing the petition." The Office requires notice of litigation 
be supplied in interferences, re-examinations, and re-issue applications, none of which apply to 
Assignee's patent. Nevertheless, it would have been impossible for Assignee to report the filing of a 
suit on September 27, 2006 in a petition filed on September 24, 2006. Furthermore, Assignee prepared 
federal form AO 120, a "Report on Filing of Patent/Trademark Action" on September 27, 2006 (See 
Exhibit C). 

Mr. Cohen states that Assignee's petition is "incomplete" for failing to mention in the prior 

petition that inventorship was called into question in the later filed litigation. Once again, Mr. Cohen 
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provides no authority to support his contention nor any recitation of relevant facts. Mr. Cohen's 
statements in paragraph 5 of his October 27, 2006 petition should be addressed as explained above 
regarding his statements in paragraph 4. 

Mr. Cohen goes on to state that Assignee's petition is incomplete for failing to notify the Office 
that 'the issue or inventorship needs to be decided in an inter partes action" m a lawsuit "as provided by 
35 U.S.C. § 256." (Emphasis in original). There is no such requirement in the statute nor regulation. 
As stated above, Mr. Cohen has no standing under 35 U.S.C. § 256 nor under the Office's rules to 
contest a petition for a Certificate of Correction. 

Mr. Cohen's final allegation in his October 27, 2006 petition is that he "believes himself to be 
the mventor or co-inventor of U.S. Patent No. 7,004,350 B2" and that the inventorship issue should be 
decided in the present lawsuit " 'on notice and hearing of all parties' as required by 35 U.S.C. § 256." 
It should be noted that Mr. Cohen did not provide a declaration, under penalty of perjury, to support his 
allegation that he is "an inventor or co-inventor" of Assignee's patent. Mr. Cohen did not provide such 
a declaration as he knows that such a declaration would be a false statement. The cited statute refers to 
"notice and hearing of all parties" to a patent and not "parties" to a lawsuit. Nichols Institute 
Diagnostics, Inc. v. Scantibodies Clinical Laboratory, Inc., 218 F.Supp.2d 1243, 1250-51 (S.D. Cal. 
2002) ("Because the alleged infringer is not a necessary party to a claim for correction under § 256, the 
fact that it does not concur in the decision to correct a patent does not create a correction dispute under § 
256."). 

January 31, 2008 Cohen Supplemental Opposition 

On or about January 31, 2008, Mr. Cohen filed a "Supplemental Opposition to Petition to 

Correct Inventorship in an Issued Patent Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.324 and 35 U.S.C. § 256" Cohen's 

Supplemental Opposition alleges what it purports to be several additional groimds as to why Assignee's 
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petition to correct inventorship should be denied. It should be noted that, as explained above, Mr. 
Cohen has no standing to oppose Assignee's petition to correct inventorship. Assuming, arguendo, that 
Mr. Cohen's statements should be considered. Assignee addresses these statements below. 

Mr. Cohen states that Assignee's petition is defective for lack of "good titie" to Assignee's 
patent and that Assignees "has not and caimot establish ownership'' of Assignee's patent "as required by 
37 C.F.R. § 3.73." As shown above, once Assignee made the showing of lack of deceptive intent, 
concurrence by previously named inventors and the Assignee, "Nothing more is required. The examiner 
will determine only whether the statement contains the required language." MPEP § 2022.05). The 
Office does not determine "good title" nor does the Office "establish ownership." Assignee received all 
title to its patent by a written assignment from the inventors executed September 12, 2006 and recorded 
witii tiie Office on September 26, 2006 at Reel/Frame 018338/01 15. Once the assignment is recorded, 
the Office conducts no inquiry as to any disputes in "good title" or "ownership." 

"It should be noted that recording of the assignment is merely a ministerial act; it is not an Office 
determination of the validity of the assignment document nor the effect of the assignment document on 
the ownership of tiie patent property. See 37 CFR 3.54 and MPEP § 317.03." MPEP § 301.01 V. (A). 

Regardmg "as required by 37 C.F.R. § 3.73" Mr. Cohen does not specify which of the several 

portions of that regulation is asserted in this situation. However, it is noted that 37 C.F.R. § 3.73 

(b)(l)(ii) provides that ownership is established by submitting to the Office a signed statement 

identifying the assignee, accompanied by documentary evidence of the chain of title from the original 

owner to the assignee that is recorded in the assignment records of the office (e.g., reel and frame 

number). Such documentary evidence was provided through the September 26, 2006 recordation of the 

assignment from the inventors to Assignee at Reel 018338 and Frame 0115. 37 C.F.R. § 3.73 (c)(1) 

provides that establishment of ownership must be submitted before or concurrently with the document 
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requesting action. The establishment of ownership was provided on September 24, 2006 and the 
petition to correct inventorship was submitted on September 24, 2006. Thus, Mr. Cohen's reliance upon 
37 C.F.R. § 3.73 is to no negative effect to Assignee's petition to correct inventorship. 

Mr. Cohen states in his Supplemental Opposition that Assignee's petition for a certificate of 
correction should be denied because he has filed a "Petition to Expunge Assignment Records in Issued 
Patent No. 7,004,350." See Exhibit C, page 3, paragraph 2. The Office does not expunge recorded 
assignment documents, even if the assignment documents are later deemed invalid. MPEP § 323. See 
In re Ratny, 24 U.S.P.Q.2d 1713 at *3 (Comm'r Pat., May 13, 1992). Thus, Mr. Cohen's Petition to 
Expunge should be summarily be denied, removed firom the file of Assignee's patent, and have no 
influence on the outcome of Assignee's Petition for a Certificate of Correction of hiventorship. 

Mr. Cohen's Supplemental Opposition continues to assert inconsequential grounds not decided 
by the Office and amount to a statement that Assignee's lawsuit against Mr. Cohen deprives the Office 
fi-om making a decision on Assignee's petition to correct inventorship. 

February 24. 2009 Cohen Petition to Correct Inventorship 

Mr. Cohen filed a "Petition to Correct Inventorship in an Issued Patent Pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .324 and 35 U.S.C. § 256" on or about February 24, 2009 to have his name added to the inventors 
listed on Assignee's patent. As stated above, Mr. Cohen is not an inventor for Assignee's patent and he 
has no ownership rights or title to Assignee's patent. Additionally, his petition does not comply with 35 
U.S.C. § 256 nor Office regulations. 

35 U.S.C. § 256 requires that the Office may issue a certificate of correction of inventorship on 
"application of all the parties and assignees." Mr. Cohen's petition fails to even assert agreement by 
Assignee or the other inventors to his petitiion. 
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Mr. Cohen's petition to correct Assignee's patent also violates 37 C.F.R. § 1. 324(b)(2) because 
Mr. Cohen failed to include a statement from the current named inventor, Robert Oroimiieh, that states 
agreement to the proposed change in inventorship or stating no diisagreement to the requested change. 
Mr. Cohen's petition is also defective imder 37 C.F.R. § 1.324(b)(3) for failing to include the required 
statement from the Assignee, Amity Rubberized Pen Company. 

Thus, Mr. Cohen's petition to correct inventorship does not comply with the Office's 
regulations. Mr. Cohen did not file a petition to suspend the Office's rules under 37 C.F.R. § 1 1.3. 
However, even if Mr. Cohen would submit such a petition, it would be defective as 37 C.F.R. § 1 1.3 
does not permit suspension of rules which are a requirement of statute. 35 U.S.C. § 256 requires that 
Mr. Cohen submit his petition with an "application of all the parties and assignees." Thus, Mr. Cohen 
cannot obtain suspension or waiver of the Office's regulation in this regard. 




Respectfully submitted. 



Frederic M. Douglas 
Patent Office Reg. No. 48,813 
Attorney for Assignee 
(949) 293-0442 



//// 
//// 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Patent No. : 7,004,350 B2 
Applicant OROUMIEH, Robert 

Serial No. : 10/801,194 Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Filed : Mar. 15,2004 Issued: Feb. 28, 2006 

For : DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 



Request for status on Petition to correct inventorship in an issued patent pursuant to 37 

C.F.R. S 1.324 AND 35. U.S.C. $ 256 



EXHIBIT A 



Express Mai UzH ^S^^O^IO^ uS 



^0B6^^ IN "nffiUhBTED STATES PATEOT Ah© TTlADEMARKOm 



Patent No. 
Applkant 
Serial No. 
Filed 
For 



7,004^50 B2 
OROUMIEH, Robert 

10/801,194 Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Mar. 15, 2004 Issued: Feb. 28, 2006 

DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 



fmiPNTyCOWffiCTIWVENTXWSHiPINANISSllEDPATEOT § 1.324 AND 35. 

y.S.Q§25<^ 

I iKielqrceftifyliiat diK |Mq>er is being dqMishied with 
Express Mail, Post Ofi&e to Addressee. # £S>VT<fe<r7^i u s in an envelope 
aifalressed to Mail Stop Petition, Conimission«> fiir Patents. P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria. 
VA. 22313-1450 

DateorDepoSit 

Frederic Dotti^las 48,813 

Afloniey Name PTO Registration No. 



Signahire X 




Dear Sir/Madam: 

Assignee r«q)ectfiilfy requests correction of inventorshq) in the above-oqitioittd issued patent. 
As detailed in the attached Declaration m Support of Petition to Correct Inventorshq), Ms. Maty Lews 
should be added as an inventor. Ass^nee suhnits that Ms. Lewis was inadvotentt^ omitted as an 
inventor without aiqr decqstive mtent on the part of die inventor. 



09/27/200S fflEHlAHT 00000089 10B01194 



01 FC:1464 

Dated: 




Patent OflSce Reg. No. 48,813 
Attorney for Assignee 
(949)293-0442 

//// 
//// 



Express Mail us 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TOADEMARK OFFICE 

Patent No. 7.004350 B2 

Applicant: OROUMIEH, Robert 

Serial No. 10/801. W Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Filed Nter. 15,2004 Issued: F^.28»2006 

For DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 

256 

I hetdiy certify that tfiis paper is being deposited mfh the United States Postal Service as Express 
Mail, Post OfiSce to Addressee»#^Si2:^({2£^2^-^S in an envelqie addressed to Mail Stop 
Petition, Connni^iona' for Patents^ P.O. Box 145(^ Alexandria, V.A. 22313-1450 

DnteofDep 



of Dqposit 

Frederic M. Douslas ^813 

Attorney Name ^ PTO Re^stration No. 

/ Signature ^ DffieofSignmure 



Dear Sir/Madam: 

The inventorship enor of fhi litig to include Maty Lewis as an inventor of the patent occurred without any deceptive intention 

on the part of Maiy Lewis. 

Signed:^ 
Printed N) 
City, 
Date: 




I agree to the above change of inventorship. 



Signed: 

Robert Oibumieh, co-inventor 
Date: Oj, 



As aduly autfiorized officer o^ Amity Rubberized Pen Company, the assignee of U.S. Patent No. 7»004^50, 1 confum die 
assignee's agreement In the above requested addition of Maiy Lewis as inventor. 
Amity Rubberized Picn Company 



Signed: 

Printed Name: Robert (^oumiefa 
Title: pHetiPe^T 
Date: Xt^ o (f 



lltl 

nil 



Exnn^Man £6?Vj(rg??i^/ US 
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^ £j IN THE UNITED STATES PATEOT AND TRADEMARK OFnCE 

Combined Revocation of Power op Attobney» New Power or Attorney, 
^thpS^^ Change or correspondence Address^ and Statement under 37 CFJL§ 

Cdmnussioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virguiia 22313-1450 
Sir 

This paper is for filing in the utility patents number 7,004350 (Ser. No. 10/801,194) 

Doc No. App.No. Patent Na Filing Date Issue Date 

AMO&^I 10/801.194 7,004,350 15-Mar-04 28-Fek>08 

pevocation of Power of Aflomev 

I hereby levoltt all previoitt povm of attoniey given in the patina 

Power of Attpmev 

I hereby appoint the following precdtioner as my attorney to transact all business in the U.S. Patent and Trademaik Office 
connected with patent number 7,004 J50: 

Frederic M Douglas 
Registration No.: 48,813 
Customer No.: 34247 

f^nigft lyf Orespoadence Address 

Please change die correspondence address (inchiding fee address) for patent number 7,004350: 

Frederic M. Douglas 

15333 Culver Drive E-mail: patentcounselor@cox.net 

Suite 340 PMB 1 14 Telephone: (949) 293-0442 

Irvine, California 92604-3051 Facsimile: (949) 203-8768 

Sfafyrnpif imdffr ?7CF.^ 8 ?,7?ff>) 

Amity Rubbari2ed Pen Company states that it is the Assignee ctfieoo^ 
number 7,004^50 by viitue of an assignment fiom the inventors). 

Qn'V ^f"*"f vn^37 CF.R. 6 1.27 

Amity lUibberized Pen Conqmy is entitled to assert small eo% sta^ 

Sipiature 

The undersigned, whose title is supplied below, is authorized to act on behalf of the Assignee. 

Amity Rubberiayd Pen COmp^qY 



(Assignee) 

DatEd: 9^X1 s.oL By: j 



(Signature) _ 
(Printed Name) 
(TUIe)^ 



1^ 



i PapenwA Reduction Ad of 199S,w>P«««» are wguted I 



PTO/SBn71(09^6)^ 
Appfwetf for usattifough 03/31/2007. OUB0851^~ ' 
US. Patent and Tradomaili Offlco; U.S. PgARTMPIT OF COMME 



™"°Pafa 














/rmn^-ol ) 



PROCESSING FEE 
Under 37 CFR 1.17(0 
TRANSMITTAL 

(Fees aie subiect tD annual reviskm) 



Enclosed Is a pa«r 3^ Z'^^^- '«»"^* i pWi^ing «e'(37 CFR 1.17(0). 

PaymentoTFees {8mrter%amounl»ateNOraw*alto«Drll»proee^ 

nilw Commissioner Is hemby authorized to charge the folI««ng fees to Deposit Account Na 

□ pfoce88in9feeunder37CFR1.17(i) □ any deficiency of faes and aadit of any ov8Wn»nt8 
EnetaaeadupOeattveeopyofthi8fom»for(iBeproce98h»g. , i -a. 

^ ^'-^ -^^^ /^gPt? isendosed. cAeck/l/p.Hf 

□ Payment by credit card (Fbrm PTa2038 or equivalent endosed). Cto not provide credit card information on this form 



Pfocessins Fees under 37 CFR 1.17(i): Fee $130 



Fee Code 1808 for an. 

Except for S 1^ papers (Fte Code 1803) 



slSS3)-forpfwes8inoanor>tonteedfeedel^ , . 

^^?=\ by §1.03. except In provlsfanalappficaaons. 

tiS- for correcting Inventcjishlp. except In provl^^ ^^^^c^^ 
Tr5(d) far processbm a fwnprovislona! application ffied wfth a spedficafion m a langu^e ot her ttan wj™. 
1 1 ^{(3): tooSI prS«l application «od under § 1 .53<c) Into a nonprowteional applicattan under § 1 .S3(b). 

11.99(e) -for processing a boated sUbmlsstoniOTderS 1.99. _„_^ /*4«/^^ 

§ 1 .1103(b) - for requesting Drntted suspension of action, continued pnseciAion application (§ 1 -^W)- 
§ l!l03(c) - for requesting Omited suspension of action* requ^ f br ccmtinued exambiation (§ 1.114). 

Bl.iastdl-forreouestihfldefefredexannnatlonof anapptlcafioa ^ ^ 

1 1 il7 - tor^o^^Tredacted copy of a pape^ 

the patent applicalionpubftcatton. 
§1.ai-forfBquastlngvDtuntaTypulHfcatkmorfeputtlcattonofanapplka^ Fee C ode 180 3 

9 1J»1(cX5)- for processing a 68a)nd or subsequert protest by ttte same real pa^ ^„ .-^.^^i^^^th^ 

§ 1.497W - for«i»S an oath or dedaratton pufsuani to 35 U.S.C. 371(0(4) naming an lnven»ve eniflycfflfeient from the Inventive 

entity set forth In the Intwnatlonal stage. 
§3.81 * for a patent to issue to assignee, ass ignm ent submitted after paymert of the 



Sionatore i 
typed or printed name 




Registratiofi Mb., if appficable 



TlitocoQoc8onofWwmattoobrwlreatv3rCFR1.n^ TlielttfBmiatlonb required loolrtain or lotato 

to prepartng. and liumx^ ttw ecmpWad appScafion fonn to iha USPTO. Time wa Yaiy 'teJwn^i^iJ'Pf" «f 

^STl^^^ nnScSmtS ttS; you require to complata this torn, and/or "Wf^.'^.I^J:!* "52^?5^M^5?NOT^EN^^^ 
intormattoi 0«cof. U S. Patent and Tredamaik OStee. U.8. Departmamrf Cotwrearw. P.O. Boji 1450. ^^^^^^^^^^L SS^SSf 
OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS AD0RES8. SEND TO: COfnmlsefofier for PatelllB. PX). Box 1480. Alexandria, VA 2Z313-14S0. 

r tfw fofnib caff f -aoOim^Mad aiMf eefeel qpfiDfi 2 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Patent No. : 7,004,350 62 
Applicant OROUMIEH, Robert 

Serial No. : 10/801,194 Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Filed : Mar. 15,2004 Issued: Feb. 28, 2006 

For : DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 



Request for status on Petition to correct inventorship in an issued patent pursuant to 37 

C.F.R. S 1.324 AND 35. U.S.C. S 256 



EXfflBIT B 



Express Mail 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Patent No. : 7,004,350 32 
Applicant OROUMIEH, Robert 

Serial No. : 10/801,194 Assignee: Amity Rubberized Pen Co. 

Filed : Mar. 15,2004 Issued: Feb. 28, 2006 

For : DISPENSER FOR TOOTHPICKS AND TABLETS 



Request for status on Petition to correct inventorship in an issued patent pursuant to 37 

C.F.R. S 1 .324 AND 35. U.S.C. $ 256 



EXHIBIT C 



Express Mail ktlrf>7^^l/^ US 



TO: 



<tAOll0mev.3iD4) 



MaOSfopS 

Director of the U^. Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. B«c 1450 
Alexandra VA 22313-1450 



REPORT ON THE 
FILING OR DETERMINATION OF AN 
ACTION REGARDING A PATENT OR 
TRADEMARK 



In CoiM^^wiifa35U5.C. § aOaiid^or IS § 1116)^ 

I Pventsor 



DOCKETrjJ^^O 


IDAlEBlfCSEP 2006 U5. DISTRICT COURT . . 

1 im-r^ amm Central Distfict of CalifomJa 


^rnny RiAberized Pen Company 


DEFENDANT 

MARKET QUEST GROUP. INCOBPORAI^P. aftlifomto 
Corporation dte AU-IN-ONE MAff UFACQmmGi/) 
ALLINONEUN&COH an enffly ofVinknoifilStatuCliAmiS 
COHEN, an Imflvldiial, KAREN <^EN,^«aK^Sa DOES - 
1-10. mdiKivB, \ r^'-' ™ 


PATENT OR 
TRADEMARK Na 


DATE OF PATENT 
OR TRADEMARK 


HOLDER OF PATENT OR Ti;^Eq^ ^ 


1 7,004,350 


2/28/2006 


An% Rubberized Pen Company \ "Xl " n 


2 7.066.349 


607/2008 


— \ — ^:-Gia — 3- 

Hants Cohen \ 


3 2422967 


1/23/2001 


MaricetQueet Group, Inc. \ 


4 76/578980 


3/3/2004 


MarkelQuest Group, Inc. 
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In die dwvewemNled m. the follmving poiemM/ 



DATE INCLUDED 


INCLUDEDBY 

□ AmRidmenl □ Answer □ Cross BUI d Oiher PleadiM 


PATENT C» 
TRADEMARK NO. 


DATE OF PATENT 
OR TRADEMARK 


HOLDER OF PATENT OR TRADEMARK 

































In ihe dwve— cmhted case, the f oltowiiig decistoe has been wsndcreJ or Judgeiwcrt iswtd: 

DECISIONWDCEMENT ~~ " 





U£RX 


(BY) DEPUTY CLERK 


DATE 



CoRy l-Upon MUatton of Ktiim. man iMs cort to Dfaccior Copsr S-Upoo icnnimHtoa of action, mafl ihb n|iy lo IXraaor 
Co|iy2-UponffliiigdotiiiMmadAflBinieiiiM.iiiaatteci«gpteDirccter Copiy 4— Case fik cofv 



